Dear Jim* rear 8/5/82 and Zapruder’s S/5 on Ms fathers film 8/7/82 

*ou are correct. 1 cannot accept Ms restriction^. However, I do not - feMnv he 

intends them as restrictions. I think hs wants to protect himself. He’s thelswyer 
and I*m not hat I think he doesn’t necessarily accomplish Ms purposes. 

I will attest that 1 will not make any commercial uses of the film and w*n not 
permit any to he mads* I think he requires no otter protection. 

He probably doesn’t know how the film is used in research and scholarship. I 
cannot agree not to stew it to otters Jjjecanse acholarsMp can require teat. She » <■«» 
for returning the film in flue years. Ms is a subject of perpetual scholarly 
interest and the film, that parfeLcular^copy, about wMch he may know nothing, is 
an essential part of tee archive. 

^e is undoubtedly aware teat Otter copies are readily available, so there is no 
need for anyone to want a copy of that print for commercial purposes anyway. 

I am quite in accord with any copyright or otter notification being on that 
print and I’d prefer a permanent container also suitable marked. In fact, I’d 
’ -'also -.like' a 'copy of tee copyri^it to go with. it. , ■ 

The study of individual frames requires tea marking of slides or prints of those 
frames so the proMbltion of copying makes teat provision impossible. 

He puts h i mse l f in the position of dictating what can and cannot be done by 
scholars and in research and I can see how some of the so-called critics can use 
that to abuse Mm. 

If te is unwilling to accept this kind of formulation, I think it is possible 
that he may wind up with no copyright at all. Given tee history, all of which I’m 
sure hs cannot know, as best a non-lawyer can offer an opinion, I he would be 

unwise to have anything at Ml contested. 

I as not an expert on fair use or copyrltets, but I am certain teat tee only 
intent of a copyright is to establish tee commerical rights. I am likewise confident 
that tee copyright is not and cannot be a limitation of research or acholarsMp* 

Who can imagine, for example, teat a copyrighted work of scholarship cannot be quoted 
by other schblara? 

A specific on copyings I will, without doubt, want to make copies of at least 
four frames, those missing on the original and not reproduced in tee 26 of the WC. 
There may be ether frames missing on tee original* If tee copy I am provided does 
not include those frames, teal it will be the wrong copy and I won’t accept it. As 
far as showing it to others is concerned, I certainly will be in touch with Groden, 
and not only on those four frames. There is a prima fade Case teat other frames 
are missing in the o r i gina l. Also, thee is, without doubt, a need to study frames 
not duplicated by the FBI and not studied bybtee Commission. 

If he is interested in knowing tee uses I’ve already made, by all means t M! Mm 
teat you know, beginning with the fast teat I am the first to have published frames, 
those showing teat the four crucial ones are missing in tee original. I also am tea 
first to have used frames on TV, I brought the excisions to light. 

Xto you think ha rquires anything other than an assurance of no coranerclal^ use? 



